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the President. His hearing was April 10. 
I don’t know why they had to go from 
January to April to have a hearing, 
but, again, that is solely within the 
control of the Democratic majority. He 
returned his questions—which we all 
have to do if we are nominated for an 
executive position—on May 6. That is 
this month. The committee considered 
his nomination May 16, which is just 
last week. They approved it 18 to 0. 
That is all Democrats and all Repub-
licans voting yes. He came to the cal-
endar of the Senate on May 20. That 
was on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator yield? 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
f 

NOMINATION OF SRIKANTH 
SRINIVASAN TO BE UNITED 
STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
CIRCUIT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider 
the following nomination, which the 
clerk will report. 

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Srikanth Srinivasan, of Vir-
ginia, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the District of Columbia Cir-
cuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will be 60 
minutes of debate equally divided in 
the usual form. 

The Senator from Tennessee. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

I will conclude for those who are ex-
pecting to do that, but these are timely 
remarks. 

So, Mr. Srinivasan, nominated on 
June 11, 2012—no hearing by the Demo-
cratic majority and the executive com-
mittee, I wonder why; nominated Janu-
ary 4 by President Obama this year 
again, no hearing until April 10. If 
there is any delay there, it has no fault 
anywhere on the Republican side. May 
6, questions returned; no nominee is 
considered by the committee until his 
questions come back; marked up May 
16 last week, 18 to 0, unanimous; came 
to the floor on Monday and the Repub-
lican leader moved yesterday to ask 
unanimous consent that we consider an 
up-or-down vote for Mr. Srinivasan 
when we return after a week, which 
means he would have been fully consid-
ered then, to which the majority leader 
put down a cloture motion. 

Now he has removed the cloture mo-
tion but there was no need for the clo-
ture motion. The only suggestion may 
be he did it, he made it so it would look 
as though there was some delay over 
here, but there is no delay. Mr. 
Srinivasan has broad support. We are 
ready to vote for him up or down. I 
think it is time we got away from this 
idea of manufacturing a crisis about 
nominations when in fact we have 
made it easier for any President to 

offer his nominations, and the majority 
leader and Republican leader agreed at 
the beginning of this year when we did 
that, that that was the end of the rule 
changes for the Congress in this Con-
gress. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Carolina. 
Mr. BURR. Madam President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak for 5 min-
utes on the Feinstein amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BURR. Madam President, let me 
first say about the comments of Sen-
ator ALEXANDER, you see why he is a 
former university president, a Gov-
ernor, a Secretary of Education, a can-
didate for President, and now some 
would call him a Senator. I think you 
would call him a statesman, because he 
tries to lay it out in a way we can all 
understand it, with facts and not hy-
perbole, and this is an opportunity for 
us on both sides to step back from the 
brink and actually do the people’s busi-
ness, to get something done, to solve 
big problems. 

I came to the floor to talk on the 
Feinstein amendment, knowing it is 
not up for an hour—and I will be very 
brief, to my colleague from Virginia, 
because I know he wants to talk about 
judges—primarily because there is 
some misinformation that has been 
stated. Let me recap the tobacco indus-
try in a very brief summary. 

Tobacco, like many agricultural 
products, for years received a price 
support system that the Federal Gov-
ernment, the Congress of the United 
States, put in place. A number of years 
ago, Members of Congress said, for ob-
vious reasons, the Federal Government 
probably should not have a price sup-
port on something we consider not to 
be best for people’s health. At that 
time farmers reluctantly listened to 
Members of Congress who said the 
international market should be open to 
you and we should do our best to make 
it unlimited, and we did. At that time 
we eliminated the price support sys-
tem. 

Senator FEINSTEIN came to the 
floor—I do not think she did this inten-
tionally—and she said it costs the 
American taxpayer $10 billion. In fact, 
there was not one dime of American 
taxpayer money that went to the to-
bacco buyer; 100 percent of the cost of 
the elimination of that program was 
absorbed by the tobacco companies. So, 
yes, if the purchase of a pack of ciga-
rettes and the profit that goes to a to-
bacco company and the $1.01 in Federal 
taxes they pay per pack of cigarettes is 
the American taxpayer paying the 
price of the buyout, she is right. I am 
not sure you can make that connec-
tion. 

But I want to state for my col-
leagues: The Federal Treasury did not 
pay $10 billion to buy out tobacco 
farmers. It was the companies, the ones 
that understand they have to have a 
viable, abundant source of product. 

Sixty percent of what we grow in the 
United States is shipped for export. It 
does not go to the domestic market. 

Let me say to my colleague, if the in-
tention of this is to be punitive to this 
product, for gosh sakes, come to the 
floor; change your amendment; let’s 
vote up or down as to whether tobacco 
is going to be legal. If the purpose here 
is to suggest we are going to save tax-
payer money, let me suggest if you put 
every tobacco farmer out of business— 
and this is the commodity that 
achieves, actually, our best balance of 
trade in agricultural products—you 
would make a real long-term mistake. 
The only thing this commodity, this 
agricultural commodity, asks is let us 
participate in the Federal Crop Insur-
ance Program. Without that protection 
it is impossible for my neighbor, your 
neighbor, the backbone of the commu-
nity—a farmer—to go to a bank and 
say: Can you lend me enough money to 
plant my crop this year? And if Mother 
Nature is good and I work hard I am 
going to be able to sell this product, I 
am going to be able to pay you back, 
and I am going to be able to make a 
profit to feed my family. Without that 
assurance of a safety net they would 
never get the bank to loan the money. 

This is about availability of capital, 
this one cost. Why in the world we 
would pick one commodity out of the 
entire agricultural industry and say 
everybody else can participate in the 
crop insurance program but you can’t 
is insane. 

Let me say to my colleague from 
California, Senator FEINSTEIN, I don’t 
think this was intentional. I think she 
either got bad staff information or she 
made a gaffe. 

To my colleagues, let me encourage 
you, vote against this amendment. 
Don’t do this to a piece of the agricul-
tural community that is profitable, 
that works hard, but, more impor-
tantly, contributes a lot to the back-
bone of this country. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia. 
Mr. KAINE. Madam President, I rise 

to support the nomination of Srikanth 
Srinivasan to be judge for the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the D.C. Circuit. 
This matter will be before us for a vote 
later today. I want to talk for a bit 
about Sri’s significant qualifications. I 
am going to discount the fact that he 
was born in Kansas and raised in Kan-
sas, as I was. I will not take that into 
account. I will discount the fact he 
lives in Virginia as I do, and focus on 
other qualifications because he has 
them by the boatload. 

Sri has a wonderful background that 
equips him for this most important ju-
dicial position, and this has been a po-
sition that has been vacant since June 
of 2008. He was an undergraduate and 
then law degree and then business de-
gree, MBA at Stanford after he grew up 
in Lawrence, KS. Like many law grad-
uates, his next step was to work in a 
clerkship with appellate judges. He 
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